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REPEAL OF LAWS RECOGNISING SLAVERY.

‘While the bill mlkin? appropriations for sun-
dry civil expenses of the Government for the year

~ endiog the 30th of June, 1865, was under consider-

ation in the Benate, Mr. Senator SUMNER moved
ce amendments to which we referred at the
time in our brief summary of Congressional pro-
ceedings, but which, for their interest and import-
ance, are worthy of a more particular designation.
On the 24th ultimo, while the bill was under
disonssion in the Benate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, Mr. SuMnER submitted the following
amendment to come in as a new section:

“ And be it further enacled, That sactions eight and nine
of the act ent:tled * An act to prohibit the importation of
slaves into any port or place within the jurisdiction of the
United Btates from and after the 1st day of January, in the
year of our Lord 1808," which eaid sections undartake to
regulate the constwiee slave trade, are hereby repesled.”

The amendment was opposed by Mr. BHERMAN
(who had the civil appropriation bill in charge)
on the ground of ita alleged irrelevancy. To this

effeot he said :

“I would not oppose the asmendment of the Benator
from Massachusetts on an vrdinary bill. I have read the
two sections referred to in this amendment, and I feel dis-

to repeal them ; but I esk the Senate if it is proper
incumber this bill with a matter that is in no way eon-
nected with the lp‘xropdlﬁom in the bill, which is in no
way conneeted with any item contsived in the bill, which
has no pertinence to any existing appropristion—a matter
simply of commercial regulation, regulating the coastwise
slave trade 1" ‘

Some dissent to the terms of Mr. Sumner’s
amendment was expressed by Mr. JoHNSON, of
Maryland, on other grounds, when Mr. Hen-
pRICKS, of Indiana, spoke as follows :

“Iam su that sny Benator should oppose the
roposition of the Benator from Mnssuchusetts, for we all
LO‘ that eventually it will be adopted. The objeetion
aa to its materiality or proper connection with this mea-
sure is but an objection of ti No gentleman can ques-
tion that the Benator from Massachuset's will eventually
earry his_proposition. Why, sir, about two weeks ago
this body, after full diseussion, deliberstely voted that the
Constitution imposed a duty mn Congress and the Pre-
sident of the United States ; préesent incumbent of the
ial chair in his inaugural address said that that
rested as an osth upon the conscience of every Beuator to
seo that there was an efficien! and adequate law for the
return of fugilive s'aves ; and yet under some process, not
the foroe of argument, but tbm:&l: some influence that the
uninitisted osonot understand, after the Benate hed reject
ed the p tion in its original form, it enrried
through rday by a lirge vots. “Why then contest the
matter longer 7 Let the Beostor bring his propositions.
The Benator from Ohio (Mr. BHERMAN) wade an effort to
stay the progress at one point upon the Constitution, and
did for s while save the nct of 1793 and the siguature of
e Weshiugton; but the Benator from Obio fiaally
failed yeaterday, and it all went by the board. He may
for thix hour snd in this debate, upon &, techuiesl point,
prevent the adoption of the measure of the Benator from
Massachusetta upon this bill, but that it will come in Lhis
body I bave no doubt. It may ss well come now ss at
“’ "

On the following day, the 26th of June, the bill
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lowing amendment by way of proviso to the third
section :

* Provided, That in the courts of the United States
:%}e:: Hhall be no exclusion of any witness on acoourt of
On motion of Mr. BuokALEW, of Pennsylvania,
the amendment was smended s0 88 to provide that
there should be in the same courts no exolusion of
any witness “in civil actions beeause he is a party
to or interested in the issue tried.”” And the ques-
tion heing taken on the amendment as thus amend-
ed, it was decided in the affirmative by the follow-
ing vote:
‘Yeas—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark,
Collater, Conness, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan,

Howard, Howe, Lane of Morgan, Morrill, Pome-

roy, Spragus, Bumner, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—322,

Nays—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Cowan, Davis, Har-
ris, Hendricks, Hioks, Johnson, Nesmith, Powell, Rich-
ardson, Baulsbury, Bherman, Trumbull, Ven Winkle,
Willey—16.  ° -

ABSENT—Messrs Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Hard.
Inf. Henderson, Lane of Indiana, McDougall, R ¥
Riddell, Ten Eyck, and Wright—11.

Bo the amendment was agreed to in Committee
of the Whole, and when it came up for final action
by the Senate, was reaffirmed as follows :

YEas—Messrs Anthony, Brown, Chendler, Clark, Con-
ness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimer,
Haule, Harlan, Harria, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indians,
Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomer:y, Kamsey,
Bherman, Sprague, Bumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkioson,
and Wilson—29,

Nays—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Hendricks, Hicks,
Nesmith, Powell, Baulsbury, Trumbull, Van Wiankle, and
Willey—10

ABsENT—Messrs. Collamer, Cowan, Davis, Harding,
Henderson, Johnson, MeDougall, Richardscn, Riddle, and
Wright—10.

This provision is, therefore, now the law of the
land.
The suoccess of Mr. Senator SUMNER in procur-
ing, on a previous day of the session just clesed,
against all opposition and dilatory motions, the
passage of ¢ An act to repeal the fugitive slave
act of 1850, and all acts and parts of acts for
the rendition of fugitive slaves,’” was a still higher
tribute to his acknowledged leadership in the body
of which he is a member. When this measure was
first introduced by him in the Senate it was, after
much discussion, brought to a shape which still
retsined the provisions of the law of 1793 under
this head, as approved by President Washington,
Many Republican Senators expressly stated in open
Senate that, under a sense of what was due to the
oath they had taken to support the Constitution of
the United States, they could not vote to repeal all
acts for the rendition of fugitive slaves. This
view was elaborately urged and eloquently enforced
by Mr. 8enator FosTER, of Connectieut, in a speech
which we have printed atlength. And this view pre-
vailed in the Benate on the 10th of April last,
when Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio, offered the following
amendment to the bill as originally introduced by
Mr. SuMNER to Tepeal all aots for the reclamation
of fugitive slaves: ‘
“ Except the act approved February 2, 1793, entitled * An
act respect ng fugitives from justios and i
from the service of their ma.ters.’ "'
The question on the amendment being taken by
yeas and nays, resulted as follows :

Yeas—Messrg. Buckalew, Car'ile, Collamer, Cowan,
Davis, Dizon, Doolittle, Foster, Harris, Handerson, Hen-
dricks, Howe. Johnson, Lane of Indisna, MeDougall Nes-
mith, Powell, Ridd'e, “aulebury, Bherman, Tex Eyck, Tium-
bull, Van Winkle, ard Willey—24,

Nays—Messra. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Connesa, Fessen

den, Grimes, Hale, Howsrd, Lane of Kunsas Morgan, Mor-
rill, Pom;:;oy, Rawmsey, SBprague, Samner, Wilkinson, aud
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gtill being under discussion in the Committee of | Wilson

the Whole, a vote was had on Mr. Saumner’s
smendment, and it was rejected by the following
vote. (The amendment, we should add, had in
the mean time been perfeoted by its author so as
to provide not only for the repeal of the sections
designated in the act regulating the ooastwise
slave trade, but to prohibit that trade forever:)

Yeas—Mesars. . Conness, Grimes, Harlan, Howard,
Lane of Kavsas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Kamsey,
Sprague, Bumner, Wade, and Wilson—13,

Nays—Messrs. Buckslew, Cariile, Clark, Collamer,
Cowan, Davis, Harris, Hendricks, Hicks, Howe, Johnson,
MeDougall, Nesmith, Powell, Richardson, Riddls, SBauls-
bury, 8 , Trombuil, and Vao Winkle—g0.

ABSENT—Mensars Anthony, Brown, Chaodler, Dixon,
Doolittle, Fesseuden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harding, Hen-
derson, Lane of Indisns, Ten Eyck, Wilkinson, Willey,
sod Wright—16.

Bo the smendment was rejected in Committee
of the Whole. Baut, nothing baffled by such a re-
sult, Mr. SUMNER again offered the same amend-
ment on'the same day when the bill was before
the Senate pending its final passage. On renew-
ing the proposition he said :

* I bave but one observation to make. It seems to me
this Congress will do wrong te itself, wrong to the coun-
try, wrong to history, wrong te our national cause if it
separates without cleaniog the siatule-book of every sup-

of slaverr. Now, this is the last support that there
m the statute-book, nud I entreat the Beuate to re-
maove it."

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re-
sulted as follows :

YEAS—Mosars, Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Conness,
'l)'i"m;l. Doolittle, l’emdx en, F;ol, Hurl:l, Hﬁrf;‘l. HM;-
= owe, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomaroy,

ue, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil-

NavS—Menars. Buckalew, Carlils, Clark, Hondrioks,
Hieks, Jobuson, Lane «f Indiaua, Neamith, Powell, Rich-
ardson, Bsulsbury, Sherman, I'rumbull, Van Winkle, and
wﬁ:::'wum Collamer, Cownan, Davie, Fostar,
Grimes, Hale, Harding, Henderson, MeDougsil, Ramsey,
Riddle, and Wright—12. ‘ 4

Bo the amendment was agreed to, and remained
in the bill as finally passed by both Houses of Con-
gress and approved by the President.

It wil! be seen that Mr. SUMNER, at this point
of the discussion, referred to this regulation of the
coastwise slave trade as “ the last support of slave-
ry”’ on the statute-book of the nation. He used
this languago becanse on the same day, in an ear-
lier stage of the disoussion, he had procured the
adoption of an amendment providing that in the
courts of the United States there shall be no ex-
clusion of any witness on aosonnt of color.

The third seotion of the civil appropriation bill
appropristed $100,000 in order to aid the admin-
intration of justice, espacially in order to bring to
conviotion persons engaged in countarfeiting Trea-
sury notes, bonds, or other securities of the United
States, as woll as the coin of the United States.
In order to accomplish that result something more
than an appropriation of money was deemed by Mr.
Sumner to be needed, to wit, an amendment of the
law of evidenoe, Accordingly he offered the fol-

S0 the smendment was agread to.

Some weeks later the House of Representatives
passed a bill for the repeal of all these statutes in
the same terms as that originally introduced by
Mr. BUMNER in the Senate, and this bill havieg
been sent to the latter body was on the 21st ultimo
called up for consideration by Mr. SumNER.

Mr. DooriTTLE, of Wisconsin, moved to post-
pone it for the purpose of taking up the bill pro-
viding for a repeal of the commutation clause in
the enrollment sot. Thereupon Mr. Bumser
spoke as follows : :

“The nraech of the Benator belongs to the class of what
may be ealled dilatory motions, or o speech to sustain s
dilatory motion. He announces to us that there is to be
sn oppoeition to this bill, and mentions seversl Banators
who menaed speeches. 1If those speeches are to come, I
sy It us hear them snd be done with tham, becauss that
bill from the Honse must be passed by Congress during
this session. The Benator wishes to have it poafponed ;
he wishes to set aside what the House has done; and he
thinks that those who press the bill which now bhas the
sanction of the Houee want practieal senee. Sir, permit
me to sny to that Senator it i himeelf who wants prastical
senss.  He faileto ses the requirements of is country sl
this hour; he fai's to ses what in due to the civilization of
the nge ; and in that reepeot he shows & want of practieal
sense in the highest des:;a. 8ir, I do not wish to ray any
th.ng personal to that ator; but when be makes the
suggeetion that any one on thin floor wants practical rense,
1 throw It back upon bim, when he stands np here to ar-
reat & bill that has already the House of Repreven
tatives to sweep from the statots book of the land & system
of legialation which at this moment is an infamy. If thera
is any thing which now brings upon our cause in foreign
Iauds discredit, and wakes it & burden to our friends, it is
this very act which at this moment reosives indireotly the
support of the Benator from Wisconsin; and yet he rises
here to tauntus for the want of ioal sense.  Sir, when
he seaks to uphold even indireotly thie net he wants prac-
tioal patriotism as well as prastical seane.”

On the 23d of June Mr. BuMNER sucoveded in
bringing the Senate to a vote on the bill. Imme-
diately previous to the final vote Mr. Jounson,
of Maryland, moved to except from the scope of
the bill the act of 1793, thus calling on the Sen-
ate to adhere to the stand it had solemnly taken
on the 19th of April. But his amendment to this
effect was now rejected hy the following vote :

YEAs—Mesars, Buckalew, Carlile, Cowan, Davia, Har-
ris, Hieks, Jotneon, Lane of Indissa, MeDou Powell,
Richardson, Ridd's, Saulsbury, Ten Eyek, Trum Van
Winkle, andl Willey—17.

NAYS—Messrs. Aothony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con-
ness, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan,
Howard, Howe, Lane of Kansas, Morgan. Morrill, Poxe-
roy, Ramsey, Sprague, SBumner, Wade, and Wilson—22.

ABSERT-~Meners. Collamer, Doolittls, Foster, Hard-
ing, Henderson, Hendricks, Nesmith, Bherman, Wilkiuson,
and Wright—10.

The difference of this result, as compared with
that reached on the same proposition on the 19th
of April, arose from the faot that among those
who at the former date had voted to retain the
fugitive slave law of 1798, Messrs. Dixon and
Howe changed their votes, whilo Massrs. Colla-
mer, Doolittle, Foster, Hendricks, Henderson,
Nesmith, and Shorman were absent or did not vote
on the latter ocoasion, ;

The question then being taken on the final pas-

sage of the bill, it was decided in the affirmative
| by the following vote :

YeAs—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con-
ness, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes Harlan,
Haurris, Hicks, Howard
Kansss, Morgan, Morrill, Pomero
Bumner, Ten Ey

NAYS—Menars, Buckalow, C
son, McDougall, Powell, Richa:dson, Riddle,
Van Winkle, and Willey—12.

AnsgnT—Messrs. (.{Eum, Doolittle, Foster, Hard-

Mﬁtﬂ‘;mh, Nesmith, Bbermasn, Wilkinson, and

Bo the bill was passed as it came from the
House of Representatives, and in the same terms
a8 Mr. SuMnER had conceived his original bill on
the subjeot.

We have referred to these aots of legislation and
to the leading part which Senator Sumnzr hadin
their ensctment, because their passage serves to
mark a new epoch in our parliamentary history.
It is no reflection on the talents or influence of any
other member of the Senate to say that these mea-
sures could not have been passed under the direo-
tion of any Senator less tenacious in his convie-
tions of public duty or less capable of enforcing
them by arguuent than the distingnished Senator
from Massachusetts. His political friendsin many
instances would have willingly evaded or postponed
them, but we see in what he was able to accom-
plish, in the face of this obvious reluctance, only
a new illustration of the supremaoy fairly achieved
by those who wish strongly where they wish at all.
Mr. SUMNER is an earnest anti-slavery man, and if
there were those among his political friends who at
first sought,'for one reason or another, to escape
some of the conclusions to which he challenged
their adhesion, he finally suoceeded in vindioating
for his measures either the active support or
passive acquiesoence of the recaleitrants in his
party, with the single exception, we helieve,
of Mr. CowaN, of Pennsylvania, who, having
convictions of public duty equally strong with
those of Senator SumnER, though pointing in
a different direction, was mot moved from bhis
steadfastness, but proved the integrity of his opin-
ions by an unblenching adherence to what he be-
lieved the obligations imposed onJhim by his oath
of office. Those who may not concur with him in
his view of duty will at least honor him for having
had the “ courage cf his opinions.” Being equally
clear in his convictions of coustitutional duty
when called on the 19th of April and on the 23d
of June to vote upon the question of repealing the
law of 1793 in'relation to fugitive slaves, he did
jot vote differently on the different occssions, and
thus proved that if he voted in the first place to
retain that law, it was from no Gonsideration less
imperious than a constraining sense of oconstitu-
tional duty, and that if he did not vote, in the
second place, to repeal it, he refrained from acting
in opposition to the abiding sense of that duty,
and thus equally preserved a conscienoe void of of-
fence in his uwn eyes and in the eyes of his coun-
trymen. Those who voted differently on the dif-
ferent ocoasions, or who purposely abstained from
voting &t all on the latter occasion, were doubt-
less equally sincere and equally able to justify their
conduct, but they could not have been at all times
as clear in their intelleotual conceptions of publie
duty as those who were of a constant mind in the
matter of their votes on this important question.

PARTISAN EXAGGERATION.

We have always been in the habit of looking to
the North American Review for the reflection of
ideas which appeal to the.intelligence and candor
of the public. Its views of political affairs under
former editors have always been positive and
definite, but they were stated without exaggeration
and without partisan vebemence. Its present
conductors, we regret to observe, preseribe to
themselves a different rule of conduot, and address
s different class of readers. They have impressed
on the Review a character for partisanship whieh
does not require respeot for even the appearance
of accuracy in a statement that appeals to our-
rent political hatreds. For instance, in the July
number just received, in an artiele on the “ Na-
tionsal Currency,” we read as follows:

A Union victory on a battle field or at the polls de-

presses the price of gold; s rebal vietory in the South
or at s Northern olu!mn sends it up. ?eﬂ'erlon Davis,
the Bouthern armies, Geuersls Loogstreet and Les,
and the Northern Democrata sre the bulls of the gold
mnrket; Linooln, Chase, Grant, Shertnan, snd Meade,
cur brave troops, and the loyal and pstriotic men of ths
North are the bears. Gold will fall as they rise in power,
and the legal-tender notes, if skillfully managed the
Treasury, as the great war draws to a sucorsaful slose,
will incresee in velue, and when it sods be at par ev
where, and, like the notes of the Bank of the Unil
States, sometimon and in some places, above par.”

Every body knows that there is no foundation
for this statement, so far as it affirms that “a
Union victory at the polls deprosses the ptice of
gold,” or that a *“ rebel vietory” in a “ Northern
olection” causos a rise in the price of gold. By a
“ Union victory at the polls’”” the writer means a
Republiean triumph, and by a “ rebel victory” a
sucoess of the party opposed to the Administra-
tion. And yet, with the blind fatgity of the par-
tisan, ho.establishes a oconneotion of enuso and
effect, where every reader is able to penctrate its
fallaoy ; for every body knows that at the last
oloctions which have been held in the country
the Republioan party has prevailed, even in Statés
previously Demooratio, by mnjorities the most
overwhelming and unprecedented, and as it is
certain that the price of gold has subsequently
gono up with socelerated velooity, the truth
of the writer's statement can be substantiated
only on the supposition that the Administration
party is the party whose triumph has had the effect
of & “rebel viotory.” And then, if the review-
er’s analysis of the monotary situation be exhaus-
tive or sound as far as it goes, whon he saysgthat
legal-tender notes will inorease in value “as the
war draws to a suocessful olose,” it follows that,
acoording to his logia, the prospeot of “a suecess-
ful olose of the war™ is growing oonstantly less
and loss, for Treasury notes, instead of incroasing
in value”’ as measured by gold, have been stéadily
declining for the last fow months. But, as we are

sure the author does not intend to say all this, it

is charitable to suppose that he meant only to show
how recklessly a partisan can use words to convey
to the passions a meaning which they contradiet
 to the reason of every reader. We hope the North
American Review will leave a monopoly of this
style to the professional partisan press.  Besides,
something more of vivacity is pardoned to the
haste of daily journalism, than to the deliberation
of a periodical which speaks only four times a
year. We are the more emhboldened to make this
suggestion {o the leading quarterly of our country
beoause we are pleased to find in another article of
the current number some judicious reflections on
grave questions of publie concern, to which we
shall call the attention of our readers at an early
day.

A HISTORICAL ENIGMA.

In the course of a discussion that was had in
the House of Representatives on the 25th ultimo,
Mr. MarLrory, of Kentucky, expressed the opin-
ion that the whole theory of the Administration
in the conduot of the war had been changed by the
preliminary proclamation of emancipation issued by
Mr. Lincoln on the 22d of Beptember, 1862; and he
further intimated a belief that it was the ¢ pressure”
of certain Republican Governors, assembled in oon-
vention at Altoons, in Pennsylvania, which, in
connection with other irfluences tending to the same
end, had caused the President to abandon his ori-
gioal policy in this matter. It was in the pre-
sence of this statement that Mr. Bourwsrr, of
Massachusetts, (well known as an urgent patron
of the proclamation, and who at the time of its
promulgation was holding an important office in
the Treasury Department,) fose in his place in the
House of Representatives and made the following
snnouncement, which elicited much curiosity :

Mr. BOUTWELL. The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr.
MavLLoRrY) eaid this morning that the whole poliey of the
country was ckanged by the proclsmation of the Preei-
dent, nnd he attributed that proelsmaton to the meeting
of the Governors of certain States at Altoona. I am not
here to be put upon the witness stand, but it so happens
that 1 hdve the means of knowing that the proclamation of
Scptember, 1862, was entirely independent of and antece-
dent to the meeting of the Governors at Altoona. The meet-
ing of the Governors had no connection with the procia-
mation. The gevtleman from Kentucky should remember
that priar tu the iesuing of that proclamation we had met
with but few successes, aud that we had endured many,
many reversen. Leo had battled for four daye under the
fortifications of the capital, avd had finally crossed the Po-
tomse into Maryland. It wss not until the eountry put
itself on the side of justice that it had a right to expeet the
favor of Divine Providepee, or any of those sucoesses
which have rendered this war glorious in the cause of fres-
dom, truth, and justice.

Mr. MarLLory. Will the gentleman state when that
eonveption of Governors assembled at Altoona?

Mr. BouTwelL 1 think it assembled st Altoons pre-
vious to the 22d of September? but I assert as within wy
owa koowledge that the issuing of the proclamation was
determined upon previcus to the meeting at Altoons.

Mr. MaLLOrY. Can the geotleman inform me when
the iesuing of that proclamation was determined upon !

Mr. BouTweLL. I oannot go far in this matter. [ as-
sert distinctly the fact which is within my owon knmoledge
that the Presudent previous to the meeting of the Governors
at Altoona had decided in a certain contingoncy, which
happencd upon the Wedhesday preceding the 22d of Septemn-
ber, to issue the proclamation, and therefore the jnferoncs
I draw is in contraveution of the declaration of the getle-
man from Kentucky that that proelswation was the result
of the meeting of the Governors at Altoona

Mr. MaLLORY. Will the gentleman tell us the contio-
geney on the happeniog of which that proelsmation was to
be issusd !

Mr. BoUTWELL. I said, Mr. Bpesker, when I mentioned
this fact, that I was not to be put upon the stand as a wit-
ness. [ have made a statement as of a fact within my own
knowledge, and history will confirm the statement.

Mr. MALLORY. If the geotieman from Maseachusetts
does not wirh to answer the questian or to slate the fact I
will not insst.

Mr. BourweLL. I have done nothing more than this—
to put my statement of & fact. which 1 assert to be within
my own knowledge, againet the declaration of the geotle-
man from Kentucky that the proclsmstion of CLORDEpa-
tion, or the monitory proclsmation of emancipation, was
iseued in consequence of the meeting of Governdrs at Al-
$oona.

Mr. Marrony., We know that the President hiwself
stated on the 13th of that month that he had nd idea of
insuing such & proclamation, and that he argued againat
irsuing it. 1 want to know from the gentleman from Mas-
sachusstts whether it was between the 13th and 224, and
if #o, ut what point betwean these two periods, the Presi-
dent had prepered the proclamation and had determined
to insun it upen a certain contingency, 1 would also like
to know what that contingency was.

Mr. BoutweLL. The gentleman from Kentucky is gond
at questioning, but I have to keep myself within the posi
tion which I stated.

Mr. Dawgs. Courtesy is an exchangeable commodity

Mr BovTweLL. 1 trust I shall lose nothing by my
eonrtesy.

Mr. MaLLony. Of course mot.
more questions.

We thus have it distinetly stated by Mr. Bour-
WELL, 88 & fact within his own personil know-
ledge, that the President, previous to the date of
the promulgation of his emancipation ediot, had
determined to issue it upon “a certain contingen-
oy,” and that this particular ocontingeney, upon
which were suspended results so momentous, hap-
pened on the Wednesday preceding the 22d of
September, on which day the ediot was issued. But
what this “contingency’”” was Mr. Boutwell per-
sistently deelined to say. For, after he had re-
fused to anawer the interrogatories of Mr. Mallory
on the subjeet, the following colloquy ensued :

I decline to ssk any

Mr. PENDLETON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask
bim one question before he passes from the subject he is
now discusaing 1

Mr. Bourwernr. Cartainly.

Mr PERDLETON. I desire to ask the gentlemen whe-
ther he knows when the proclsmation of the President
war fioally agreed npon '—not when it wae issued, for we
sll kuow that; but I havé no doubt the gentleman knows
when it was deoided upon

Mr. BovtweLt. The gentieman from Ohio aseribes to
we & knowledge which I have never claimed.,

Mr. PENDLETON. He bas given the House and the
country to understand that it was agreed upon before the
+lume it was jssned,

Mr. BouTweLL, I have not given the House or the
eonniry to understand that it was agreed upon at any
t.me.

Mr PENDLETON. When the gentleman sayn that it wan
ngreed upon or determined upon that it should be issusd
before a certsin time, as I ocertainly underatood him to
ssy—knows it wes determined upon, or that the Prasident
denred 10 insus it prior to the Wednesday before the 22d
of tr hllln:i when it was issued—and that ite h«inld in-
ru-d depended upon a contingenay which was expeoted o
Lappen and did hmn on that Wednesday, Idu:’:: him to
anawer, if he is at liberty to answer, and if he 18 not to sny
wo, what that eontingency wae.

Mr. BoUTWELL. 1 gave nolice in the outset that T did
not mean L0 be drawn into any explavation beyond the
statement which I made

Mr. PERDLETON. 1 desire to know, then, whether it
wae the genileman's purpose, when he made the annouties-
ment that be wonld not put upon the witness-stand, to
simply state to the Fouse such parts of n transsotion
whish be #ays wae within his own hoowledge as he may
Weo E:& "I'“d that he wiil not bs induced to state sny thing
bey

Mr. BouvrweLr, Exaetly.

Mr. PEspLwros. The geotlsman ({hen knows when it

was intended to be issued, byt declines to state it to the
uon”c NG s

Mr. STeEVENS. The gentleman from Massachusetts says
he will not be cross-examined, and 1 do not aee boy ad-
v':t;p to be guined by keeping him longer on the witness-
8

Mr. PexpreToN. I desire, when the gentleman from
husetts says that an event ooourred on Wednesdsy
on the contingenoy of which the proclamation was or was
not to be issued, to know what that contingenocy wae.
Mr. BTEvENs. Hefore the gentleman from Massachu-
setts snswers that I want to make s motion,
Mr. PENDLETON. T beg that the gentleman will wait
until this matter is settled.

Mr Brevess. But the gentlewan from Massachusetts
persists in saying that he wﬁr not be exawined, and all the
gentlemun’s questions therefore will avail nothing, * *

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 desire to ask the gentleman from
Massachusetts upon what event happening on a ocertain
Wednesday the issuing of the President’s emancipation
message was contingent 1

Mr. BourweLL. The wisdom of the remark with which
I prefuced my first statement is more sud more mauifest
88 I proceed. The questions put to me are not founded
upon any thing I have said. The gentleman's question
slates that the event was to happen on Wednesday,

Mr. PenpLeToN. It did u on Wednesday,

Mr, BourweLL. I have already stated to my friends
on that side of the House that I do not intend to answer
that question. With all due respect to them, I do not in
tend to answer that question. I stated just exactly what
I wanted to say, for the purpose of repelling, so far as T
gould, the imputation that the President was controlled in
issuing his emancipation proolamation by noy sesembly of
men ﬁ where. If what the gentleman from Kentucky
(Mr. LLORY) has asserted be true, of which I have no
knowladge, then ‘so mueh higher is my opinion of the
President's wisdom that he abandoned s policy which had
brought nothing but disaster upon the eountry, and raised
himself to the eontemplation of the supreme truth that
Juetice to the enslaved was involved in the contest, and
that neither he nor the country could hope for the blessing
of God until they saw the injuetice of slavery, and deter-
mined by one supreme decree to strike down slavery and
slaveholders.

Mtr. PexpLETON. Will the gentlemen yield to me?
Mr. BouTwELL. Certainly.

ing of that proclamation did not depend upon a vict
being ottained by the Union forces ? I will be satisfied wi
any answer, but I want an answer.

Mr. BouTWELL In regard to these questions, I have
already said  would not answer. ”
The SPEAKER. Whenever the gentleman declines to
yield the Chair will protect him in his right to the floor.
Mr. PENDLETON. The gentl-men yielded to me to put
the question and he declines to snswer 1t.
Mr. BourweLL. 1 made the deelaration in the begin-
ning that I would not be put upon the stand as a witness
in reference to any particular statement I mada; that I in
tended to make a statement and leave it there for what it
was worth. I have yielded to the geotleman many times,
an excess of courtesy which has borne heavily upon the
patience of the House, and yet he still persists in putting
the same question to me.
Mr. PENDRETON, I understood the gentlemsan to say
that that proclamation did mot depend on the meeting of
any set of men. Do I understand the gentleman to say that
in s broadest and fullest extent ?
Mr. BouvrweLL. Having met the inquiries and decla-
rations of the geotleman from Keotucky io reference to
the Governors st Altoons, with the consent of the Chair
this business of interruption is ut an erd.
M?P. PeNpLETON. Certainly I will not persist in my
interruptions if not agreeable tu the gentleman.

Our readers know that the battle of Antietam
was fought and won by Gen. McClellan on the
“Wednesday preceding the 22d of September,
1862,”" and it was doubtless to this fact that Mr.
Pendleton alluded when he asked Mr. Boutwell if
“the issuing of that proclamation did not depend
upon a viotory being obtained by the Union forces ”
And he had good reason for muspecting that that
whs the “contingency” to which Mr. Boutwell
alluded, for it will be remembered that the late
Mr. Owen Lovejoy, of Ohio, in s letter published
during the last winter, and which was never con=
tradicted, stated that the President had informed
him that the proclamation was beld in reserve to
be issned on the ocoasion of a victory, when its
utterance would come with authority and not seem
in the eyes of the insurgents and of the world to
be a ery of despair extorted from conscious weak-
uces in an hour of exiremity. To this effect Mr.
Lovejoy wrote :

*“ Reonrring to the President, thers are a great many
raports concerning him which seemn to be reliable nnd au-
thentic, whicl, after all, are not so. It was curreutly re-
port-d smong the anti elavery men of Illinis that the
emsncipstion proclamation was eztorted from him by the
outward pressure, and particnlariy by the delegation from
the Chrietisan Convention that met at Chicago. Now, tte
fact is this, ne I bad it from his own lpe  He had written
the proclamation in the summer, as early as June, I thiok,
but will not be certain as to the precise time, and eoalled
his Cabinet together, and informed thew be had written it,
aud be meant to make it; but wanted to read it to them
for any eriticism or remarks ne to it features or details.
After having done wo, Mr, SBeward ruggested whether it
wiuld vot be well for him to withhold 1te publieation watil
alter wo had gained some substantial advantage in the field,
as at thst time we had met with mauy reverses, and it
might be considered a ory of despair. He told me he
thought the suggestion & wise one, and so held on to the
proclsmation uotil after the battle of Antietam."

It is in the presence of the statements made by
Mr. Boutwell and by Mr. Lovejoy that the mys-
tory which broods over the motive and origin of
the emancipation proclamation becomes only more
and more inscrutable. Mr. Boutwell informs us
that it is within his own knowledge that, previous
to the date of its uttersnce, the President ¢ had
decided in a certain contivgency, which happened
upon the Wednesday preceding the 22d of Sep-
tember, to issue the proclamation ;" and Mr. Love-
joy informs us that this “contingency” was a
# Union victory.,” Bat, if this be true, how did
it come to pass that,only nine days before the eman-
cipation proclamation was officially promulged, the
President, in reply to the urgent pressure of the
Chieago deputation, assigned at such groat length
and with such ecarnestness the reasons which
demonstrated to his mind the impoliey of any
| such moasure on general grounds? If we are
to believe Mr. Boutwell and Mr. Lovejoy, the Pre-
sident had determined to issue this proclamation,
in a certain contingeney, at the very time when
he was arguing sgainst it to the Chicago memo-
rialists in this wise:

 What Mod would & proclamation of emsneipation from
me do, especiaily ss‘we are now situated 1 1T do not want
to issue & document that the whole world will see must
necesanrily be inoperative, like the Pope's bull against the
comet, Would my werd free the alaves, when 1 eannot
even enforce the Coustitalion in the rebel Statea? Ia
there a single ocourt, or magistrate,; or individual that
would be influenced by it there? And what resson i
there to think it would have any greater effect upon the
alaves than the late law of Coogress, which I approved,
and which offere protection and freedom to the slaves of
rebel mastors who eome within our lines? Yet I eannet
loarn that that law haa eaused a single slave to come over
to us.

“ Now, then, foll me, if you please, what possible result

Mr PeNDLETON. [ask the gentleman whether the issu-| .
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what were the considerations which caused the Pre-
sident 8o suddenly and st the same time so radioally
to change his conviotions of the expediency of
this policy? We regrot that we heve never had
any light on this point.

THE INVABION OF MARYLAND,

The attention of the country has during the last
nine or ten days been atiracted to certain undefined
and desultory movements of the enemy in the
neighborhood of Harper's Ferry.

A portion of the foroes lately co-operating with
the army of Gen. Lee in the defence of Richmond,
after penetrating the valley of the Shenandoah,
scems to have sofar eluded the vigilance—perhaps
we should say, presuming on the carelessness—of
the. Federal commanders in the region of the Upper
Potomac that the nature and extent of the irrup-
tion were not developed until the enemy, as it now
appears, was able to effeot an entrance into Mary-
land with a considerable foroe—the main body of
this force masking its movements by what at first
seemed to be little moré than the predatory opera-
tions of guerrilla troops, engaged in a plundering
forayjrather than meditating a serious demonstration.
* But within the last few days it has become evis
dent that a considerable body of the enemy has
been detached on this expedition, in the hope doubt
less of creating & diversion in favor of Gen. Lee,
by exciting such an alarm for the safety of Wash-
ington, or of its communications with the North,
as would have for ite effect to cause Gen. Grant to
raise the siege of Petersburg and abandon his
campaign against Richmond.

We have, however, the best reason to believe
that the enemy has entirely miscaloulated the
bearing of his demonstration, which, we do not
doubt, will be promptly repelled, without produc-
ing any interruption in the plans of Gen. Graat,
who was not unprepared for the movement of the
enemy in this direction. :

The measures taken by the War Departmen

are believed to be entirely adequate to meet the
emergency, and little excitement has prevailed in
this city since the proportions of the incursion
have been fully developed within the last day or two.

Scoators WaAbe, CHANDLER, SPRAGUE, RAm-
sEY, and WILKINSON, who made a visit last week
on a special steamer to Lieut. Gen. GRANT'S head-
qoarters, retarned to Washington on Saturday
night. During their stay they made an excursion
to the outer lines of our army, and viewed the
rebel outposts from our picket defences. They
represent the army, we are happy to learn, as cow-
forteble as could be expeoted, under the awful heat
and drought which have prevailed for weeks past.
We understand also that Gen. Graut expresses con-
fidence in his ultimate success, his army belug %5
strong us he desires it, and even able to spure as
wany men as necessary to repel the’ invasion of
Maryland, whioh indeed he had anticipated, and
in prospect of which he had already cispatched x
body of troops to Gen. Wallace.

SHORT NOI'ES ON NEW BOOKS.

ILLUSTRATIONS OF UNIVERSAL PROGRESS. —A Saries
of Discussions by HERBERT SPENCER New York :
Apploton & Co, 1864, © Washington: Blaochard &
Mobun. .

FirsT PRISCIPLES OF A NEW BYsTEM OF PHILOSOPHY
By HerperT BPExCER. New York: D. Applston &
Co., 1864. Whashington : Blanehard & Maohun,

These works bave coms Lo us with wuch heralding, de-
signed to procurs for them the honors awarded to those
who make new discoveries in tha world of thought. And
yet, with every disposition to recoguise in Mr. Speucer &
writer of wuch acutevess, we srs npot quits prepsred,
with some of his indisereet admirers, to rank him with Aria
totle snd Bacon, as the founder of a new organon.

The first-usmed of the above entitled works is a colleo-
tion of essays contributed to the English Reviews. The
articles on the Nebulsr Hlypothesis, and on Illogical
Geology, in this volume, are very interesting discussions
of subjects of the firat interest in physical science. The
papers on Mainers and Fashion, on the Paysiology of
Laughter, on the Development Hypothesis, and on the Use
of Beauty, sre full of subtle observation expressed with
rara felicity of dietion.

The second of the produclions above-named is the first
volume of & series in whieh it is designed to unfold the
principles of Mr. Harbert Spencer's “ new philosophy.™
It is divided into two parts, the aim of the first being to
determine the true sphere of all rational investigation by
rightly discriminating between the knowable and the un-
knownble, and of the second to elucidate and apply the
fundamental prineiples of science in laying the basis of a
trus and positive philosophy. Readers who are familiar
with the writiogs of Bir Wm. Hamilton and of Auguste
Comte will not find much that is new to them in the
writings of Mr. Spencer, however widely bis method may
diffsr from that of either the Beoteh or French thinker.

SPmuTuALISM TESTED : Or, the Facts of ils History Clas-
sified and their Cause in Nature Jrom Aneient
and Modern Testimonics. By Guo. W. Bamson, D. D.
President of Columbian Coliege. Boston : Gould &
Lineoln, 1864. Washington : Shephberd & Riley.

We are glad to find that & new edition of this work has
been dewanded by the public, for it is one of real learning
aud true merit on the subject to which it relates—a sub-
jeot which in the hands of charlatans has been made the
mesns of gross popujar delusion, and whieh it has been too
common for men of ssienee altogether to ignore, as though
the phenomena eonneeted with it were unworthy of sericus
attention. Io this treatise the esteemed writer, well
knowu smong us as the learned President of Columbian

College, has eollated the phenomens of * #pi ritualism,'*
#0 ealled, for the purpose of showing that they bave a cause

in nature, and are not at sll peculisc to our land or times,

and have their recognised plsce in the history of literature.

To thia portion of his work Dr Ssmeon has broa.h_tn wide

raoge of reading in the litersturs of both ancient asd

modern times.

The merit of this production has prooured for it the
homage of the moat onlightened inguirers in this braneh of
investigation, among whom we may partioularly sigoalize
tha name of Count Agenor de Gasparin, well 'snown inour
country for his recent works on the asvests of our war

of grod would follow the instting of such & proclamation as
you desire!  Understand, ) raise no objestions agsinst it
on legal or coustitutional grounds; for, as commander-in
chief of the srmy send nuvy, in time of war, I suppose 1
have a right to take aoy messare which may beet subdue
the enemy. Nor do I urge objections of s moral nsture,
in view of possible uencvs of insurrection and mas.
sncre at the South. 1 view the matter as n practionl war
measure,”

It will be seen that these views of the proolama-

tion are general in their nature, applying to it as
well after as before the battlo of Antictam. Now,
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and who in his Tables T ournautes repeatadly pays the
highest tributes to the learning and argument of Dr.
Samson, s contained in thy volume before us. We have
no doubt that Dr. B. Lias here stated the true rationale of
the phenomens which are popularly known under the
wuch nbused nama of ** apirituatism.”

INTERNAL REVENUE It is stated that Commissioner
Lewin exprosses the opinion that the receipts (rom interoal
revenue for the next fisoal year will reach the large figure
of $300,000,000.,



